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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

1. The declaration filed on 6/22/06 under 37 CFR 1.131 has been considered but is 
ineffective to overcome the Gast US 2003/0046532 Al reference. 

The evidence submitted is insufficient to establish a conception of the invention prior to 
the effective date of the Gast reference. While conception is the mental part of the 
inventive act, it must be capable of proof, such as by demonstrative evidence or by a 
complete disclosure to another. Conception is more than a vague idea of how to solve a 
problem. The requisite means themselves and their interaction must also be 
comprehended. See Mergenthaler v. Scudder, 1897 CD. 724, 81 O.G. 1417 (D.C. Cir. 
1897). The declaration is insufficient to establish conception of the invention prior to the 
effective date of the Gast reference because appendix A does not mention use of ports or 
use of ports and logic to indicate which security format should be used based on port 
number. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see filed 6/22/06, with respect to 1 12 2 nd rejection have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection of claim 35 has been withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 18, 22-29, 31-34, 36, 38-40, and 42-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Strahm US 2002/0133598. 



As per claims 18, 29, and 36, Strahm teaches a security format conversion system 
including from wired SSL or wireless WTLS, [0024], [0026], [0034], [0045]. Strahm 
teaches converting the encrypted data to a different format (unencrypted), [0034]. 
Strahm teaches a network interface and a server to receive converted data, [0034]. 

As per claims 22, 3 1, 38, and 40, Strahm teaches that the security format may be from a 
WTLS format, or an SSL format after receiving indications from the network, [0024]. 
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As per claims 23, 32, 39, and 42, Strahm teaches that a conversion may be from a WTLS 
format to plain data [0024[, [0033], [0034].. 

As per claims 24, and 25, Strahm teaches determining format based on a received data 
including port, and security feature information, [0024]. 

As per claims 26-28, 33, and 34, Strahm teaches that the converter is one network device, 
and is located at a network choke point (firewall), [0034]. 

As per claims 43-46, Strahm teaches that it provides plain data from the firewall via a 
network interface to a server [0034], Fig 2. 

As per claim 47 Strahm teaches a security format conversion system including from 
wired SSL or wireless WTLS, [0024], [0026], [0034], [0045]. Strahm teaches converting 
the encrypted data to a different format (unencrypted), [0034]. Strahm teaches a network 
interface and a server to receive converted data, and send it over the private network 
[0034]. 

Strahm teaches that the security format may be from a WTLS format, or an SSL format 
after receiving indications from the network, [0024]. 

Strahm teaches that a client can be a cell phone [001 1]. Strahm teaches a client can be a 
personal computer [001 1]. 
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As per claim 48, Strahm teaches that switches direct information to the first interface and 
from the second interface [0045]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 19, 20, 21, 30, 37, 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Strahm US 2002/0133598. 



As per claims 19, 20, 21, 30, 37, and 41 Strahm teaches basing security format based on 
received data, including port number, [0024]. Strahm teaches receiving data using a 
plurality of protocols, [0024]. Examiner takes official notice that a well known security 
port is port 443, and that ports 9208-9282 are unassigned and would be obvious choices 
for an application to use. 

Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Strahm US 
2002/0133598 in view of Martin US 7,055,171. 
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As per claim 35, Strahm does not teach performing at least a portion of the action in 
hardware. 

Martin teaches that the firewall may be made at least in part, by hardware, (Col 6 lines 
20-35). 

It would have been obvious to of ordinary skill in the art to use hardware in order to free 
up the main CPU resources running software. 



Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Christopher J. Brown whose telephone number is 

(571)272-3833. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Jaques Louis Jaques can be reached on (571)272-6962. The fax phone 

number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 

8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Christopher J. Brown 7/1 9/06 





